January 25. 1972 


cc: GRS, JUS, JP 
Dear Harold, 

It's a good thing I didn't get your predictions/warnings about Lattimer 
until after the story broke. A couple of days earlier I Trould have deduced 
that someone was going to get shot, at the very least. I am confident that 
you, iJecht, et al. will be able to pull this one out of the hat and make it 
evident to all who the bad guys are. look on the bright side- it's a pleasure 
to see that the person making a fool of himself is one of their guys for 
a change - just like the good old days. 

I share your feelings of frustration but it really disti*esses me to see 
you so upset, and taking it out on some of the recipients of the letters 
you sent me. (And on your thumb, which I hope is okay by now - I see that 
you are back to caps.) I think your letter of 1/10 to Lattimer has the proper 
tone and approach to get some information out of him. But your letters to 
those who are less directly involved - marshall, Lattimer'- are really hard 
to take. They are remarkably insulting, the insults not softened by the 
disclaimers. I would expect that such people do not know that you write such 
letters hastily and in the heat of the moment , and I don 't see how they could 
do anything but write you off and ignore you. And the letters to your more-or-less 
friends - e.g., Ned and Cyril - are really bad. Don't you see that such letters 
are just about impossible to answer , short of a confession to everything bad 
that has happened since 11/22/63? Lou pit the recipients of such letters in 
completely impossible positions - e.g., by making minor and otherwise reasonable 
requests in a context of total vituperation. We all know better than to argue 
with you about matters of opinion or judgment at times like this, so the only 
xesesi reasonable thing to do is to ignore as much of the vituperation as possible. 
3ut then you get to accuse us with ignoring the reasonable requests. (E.g, 1 
have never explained to you why I shot at a melon that was not attached at the 
base, have I?) Look, I can't tell you not to be angry, or frustrated, but things 
would be a lot easier all around if you didn 't put people in a position where 
they have to either ignore you or make the situation worse . Xou are really 
very forgiving but it sure it hard to remember that at times. I'm getting this 
griping off my chest now, since I'm not directly involved in this latest mess. 

(Jut I know what it feels like.) To quote someone in the JD to Navasky re writing 
nasty letters to Hoover : poison pen letters never do any good. If you manage 
to get Burke Marshall turned around it will be despite, not because of, those 
letters . 

Back to Lattimer himself: I sent him a routine "reprint request card" from 
my office, asking for the recently-reported stuff as Tv-ell as his earlier work; 

I got back (very promptly) a note saying there is nothing yet on the former, and 
enclosing 7 reprints of the latter (including some of the papers on Lincoln alone . ) 
My impression of L is that he is probably genuinely unaware of his wan own 
ignorance on this subject - he doesn't seem to be stupid enough to want to 
display his ignorance the way he does. If there are any of his earlier articles 
(any of) you don't have, I can copy them for you. 

I am enclosing the hasty notes I wrote down on l/il. I note that his Mho s 
vho listing includes several organizations that may include the right wing/military 
oriented ones you alluded to. Also, one thing I don't think you have mentioned, 
the timing relative to the scheduled hearing on Nichols' suit. 

I think I understand your reasoning, but I feel that any legal action that 
even appears to be asking for a restriction of access - no matter how it specifies 
improper or exclusive access - would be ill-advised. That w T ould inevitably make 
it appear that the critics do: not believe their claims that the material contradicts 
the MR. I remember how bad Salandria/Garrison looked when they dropped their 



request for access. 

-As you anticipated, I certainly don't agree that T ,fecht should not press 
for immediate access. I think that is the obvious and correct action. However, 

1 do feel that we fast have an obligation to do things right, /hat I would 
like to see is emphasis on the principle that a proper scientific investigation 
requires that /fecht be given repeated (essentially unlimited) access, and that 
be submit his observations and opinions the the scrutiny of his peers before 
any kind of publication. In this case this would mean hex: consulting with 
people like you, who are more expert than he in the way the autopsy was handled, 
for example - people who would be in a position to provide legally relevant 
material for his consideration although they are not forensic pathologists. 

.As I see it, the Government would be in an idefensible position if they denied 
vfecht any access, since he undoubtedly meets all the legal requirements. Then 
how' could they say he could see the material only once, or only for one day, 
or such? Or that he couldn ’t consult with those he considered itm? experts (not 
showing them the restricted material, of course). Gould we not in fact get 
around the restrictions completely this way? I would expect that h r echt would 
not in any case want to go to the press after h e 3 as a quick look - unless he 
finds something really conclusive and sax sensational, which I doubt. If he 
plays it right, the contrast between his announced intentions and Lattimer's 
one-day peek would in itself demolish any image of seriousness Lattimer has left. 

As you have requested, I have not contacted /fecht directly on this at all. 

I would haxE like to get my ideas in the previous paragraph to him. I don't 
know to what extent yo\i might agree, or if he considers that the obvious approach 
anyhow, or if he would pay any attention to suggestions coming through you, given 
your present relationship. Let me know what you think about this and whether 
I should drop him a note directly. 

You asked me to keep track of local press and radio/TV coverage of Lattimer. 

- don t follow the latter two, but nobody has mentioned any coverage to me. 

As for contacting Jim Bason and Spann on your behalf, I don't even know what 
stations they work for. i. tried to call Hal Verb but could not reach him. 30E 
Also, I simply have no spare time for such things. I suggest you write them 
directly, or write Jim /jhite, who does a very good job of following media 
coverage, as you know. 

I understand the special frustration you face in not having gotten JM 
published at this time . I would agree that the information in it is more than 
enough to demolish Lattimer and his kind, and is the basic store of information 
on the subject. But you have to distinguish between the book as it now stands 
and its information content. I doubt that any of us could do a better job 
writing the first couple of drafts of such a work, but the fact remains that 
the book simply can't be considered completed in the usual sense. Sven for 
me and others who have a special interest in the subject material, it is nearly 
unreadable. I don't see how we can anticipate any publisher accepting it in 
its present form - much as I would like to see that. I do think it would be 
very valuable if you were able to provide copies to the few people who are 
directly involved in the controversy. I would guess that 12 to 100 copies would 
be what you could use. You know that I will have no income after I finish my 
thesis, but I would be willing to handle Xeroxing, etc. here, as I s have done 
before. If Ned and/or Bud are still on speaking terms with you I would be willing 
to suggest this to them, if you think it is a good idea. 

You complained that I and others did not respond to your warning of (you think) 
last September, and asked that we reconsider what you said. Frankly I don't remember 
that a3±x at all, and can't find it without specific references. I expect that 
either what you sent was elliptical or I felt I had nothing to add to the opinions 
you xxxexxsbess^ee expressed. If there is anything more you think I should do 
now please specify. 

Thanks very much for keeping me informed on this. In addition to your mailings 
of 1/7 and 1/13 I have received carbons through HR and JP. 

a *~%U 



